298	PSYCHOLOGICAL TYPES
The primitive, unpsychological man, who regards affect
in himself and others as the only essential criterion, must,
if he means to cure himself of his affect-judgment, develop in
himself a problematical condition of consciousness; that is to
say, he must reach a condition in which other factors are
appreciated as valid besides affect. In this problematical
condition a paradoxical judgment takes place, namely,
11 am this affect/ and ' I am not this affect *. This anti-
thesis forces a splitting of the ego, or rather, a splitting of
the psychological material which constitutes the ego. By
recognizing myself in my affect as well as in something that
is not my affect, I differentiate an affective from other psycho-
logical factors, and in so doing, I bring the affect from its
original heights of unlimited power into its proper place in
the hierarchy of psychological functions.
Only when a man has performed this operation on him-
self, and has thereby produced a discrimination between
various psychological factors in himself, is he in a position
to summon criteria other than affect in his psychological
judgment of others. Only in this way is the development of
a really objective psychological critique possible.
What we call ' psychology * to-day is a science that is
possible only on the basis of certain historical and moral
presuppositions which have been produced by Christian
education during nearly two thousand years.   Such a saying
for example as " Judge not that ye be not judged" has,
through its religious connotation, created the possibility of
a will which, in the last resort, strives towards a simple
objectivity of judgment.   And this 'objectivity, being hot
merely an attitude of disinterestedness towards others, but
resting, as it does, on the fact thgtt we wish others to benefit
-by the fundamental principles by which we excuse purselves,
this objectivity is the fundamental presupposition by which
a just evaluation of our fellow-men can be achieved.   You
wonder perhaps why I dwell so emphatically on the question
of objectivity, but you would cease to wonder if you should

